
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2052 April 30, 1997
calculated by the Department of Housing and
Urban Development as a part of the primary
metropolitan statistical area which includes the
income data from New York City. For this rea-
son, HUD is listing the median income of
these two counties as being far less than they
truly are.

Since HUD’s income levels are used in cal-
culating eligibility for almost all State and Fed-
eral housing programs, these inaccurate sta-
tistics have drastically reduced the access of
both Rockland and Westchester County resi-
dents to many needed programs. A myriad of
programs have artificially low income caps,
thus residents, financial institutions, realtors,
and builders from these two counties are at a
severe disadvantage in relation to their coun-
terparts in neighboring counties.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee and
Chairman LAZIO for their great work in reform-
ing the U.S. Housing Act of 1937 and attend-
ing to this extremely important local need. Ac-
cordingly, I urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 2.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAZIO]
has expired.

Mr. LAZIO of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly the Committee rose; and

the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. (BOB
SCHAFFER of Colorado) having assumed
the chair, Mr. GOODLATTE, Chairman of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 2) to repeal the
U.S. Housing Act of 1937, deregulate
the public housing program and the
program for rental housing assistance
for low-income families, and increase
community control over such pro-
grams, and for other purposes, had
come to no resolution thereon.
f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PROVID-
ING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
HOUSE RESOLUTION 129, COM-
MITTEE FUNDING RESOLUTION
Mr. LINDER, from the Committee on

Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 105–84) on the resolution (H.
Res. 136) providing for consideration of
the resolution (H. Res. 129) providing
amounts for the expenses of certain
committees of the House of Represent-
atives in the One Hundred Fifth Con-
gress, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.
f

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO COM-
MITTEE ON HOUSE OVERSIGHT
Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr.

Speaker, by direction of the Repub-
lican conference, I offer a privileged
resolution (H. Res. 137) and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 137
Resolved, That the following named Mem-

ber be, and he is hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives: Committee on House Over-
sight: Mr. Mica.

The resolution was agreed to. A mo-
tion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

f
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BOB
SCHAFFER of Colorado). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
7, 1997, and under a previous order of
the House, the following Members will
be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. GOSS] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. GOSS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr.
GUTKNECHT] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

[Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the
House. His remarks wil appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr.
WEYGAND] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. WEYGAND addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NEUMANN]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. NEUMANN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

INTRODUCTION OF ‘‘APPREHEN-
SION OF TAINTED MONEY’’ BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GEKAS]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, today I
have introduced a special piece of legis-
lation that goes to the heart of cam-
paign finance reform about which we
hear so much.

How many will recall that during the
election and immediately following
there were revelations of moneys being
contributed to the Democratic Na-
tional Committee, and then a decision
made by the Democratic National
Committee to return the funds to X, Y,
and Z because the Democratic National
Committee determined that they were
illegally contributed?

Now, the question arises, does this
money go back to the people who may
have violated the law in making the
contribution to the Democratic Na-
tional Committee?

We have a situation, for instance, of
a drug dealer who took thousands of
dollars from profits made in the drug
business and used that money to make
a $20,000 contribution to the Demo-
cratic National Committee. Now we
hear announcement by the Democratic
National Committee that it will return
that money.

Well, is that not wonderful. That
money will be returned to a drug dealer
to be reused, perhaps, in the drug busi-
ness or to make some other kind of
contribution. Who knows what.

I have introduced a bill here today
which we call the ATM bill, believe it
or not. Apprehension of Tainted
Money. ATM. What does it do? It says
that if, indeed, a national committee,
the Republican committee or the Dem-
ocrat committee, should receive con-
tributions and they are questionable
donations, questionable contributions,
where the committee believes it may
come from a tainted source, a criminal
source, some illegal contributor, then
instead of returning it back for further
possible illegal spending, my bill would
call for this money to go to the Federal
Elections Commission in an escrow ac-
count, and the Federal Elections Com-
mission then would investigate the
source of this contribution.

If it is determined that indeed this is
drug money or illegal money or some
other tainted source of money, then
the Federal Government, our Govern-
ment, can latch onto this money and
use it for fines and penalties against
those people who violated the law in
that instance. In this way we would be
preventing the possibility of impacting
on our election system by foreign
sources and illegal sources.

At the same time, if indeed those
contributions have been illegal, we
could use that money to help defray
the expense of the investigation and
the prosecution and the restitution
that must be made by the wrongdoers.

We believe that it fills a large gap in
the election process and in the ques-
tion of who can contribute what to
what entity. We have strong laws on
the books right at this moment, as we
speak, but we fail in many instances to
enforce the law. We fail to bring wrong-
doers to justice in the hundreds of dif-
ferent ways that they can violate the
election laws and the criminal laws of
our Nation.

We believe that this could be a gigan-
tic step towards signaling to the Amer-
ican people that we will not coun-
tenance violation of the criminal laws
or violation of the election laws.

Every day the news brings us more revela-
tions—and more lurid details—about the
lengths to which some people went during the
1996 election to gain victory for their can-
didates. Unfortunately, the lengths to which
many parties went were beyond the bounds of
the law.

Though the investigations into campaign fi-
nance law violations have only barely begun,
and, to be sure, only scratched the surface,
we know very well about some egregious vio-
lations of the law involving very large amounts
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